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te action was brought in the 
ANTY “ct Court to recover the bal- 


a radio which the 
sold to the wife of the de- 

nd for which it seeks to 
he husband liable on the 
hat the article is a neces- 
inder the circumstances in 
= hey were living. 

“ment was granted for the 
against the wife and a 
“it was granted as against the 
“nd. The plaintiff appeals 
the nonsuit in favor of the 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 
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At the trial court the plaintiff 
proved that the defendant’s wife 
had into the contract for 
the purchase of the radio. After 
producing evidence to show that 
the radio was sold on the credit 
of the husband, the husband was 
called as a witness by the plaintiff 
and testified that there were 
ready two radios in the house at 


entered 


al- 


the time. 
Held: Affirmed. 
The law makes a husband re- 


sponsible to a tradesman who fur- 
to wife 


nishes necessaries is 


while they are living together it 
such necessaries are suitable to 
their station in life. There is no 


contention here that a radio is not 
in one’s 
The claim in the court be- 


low and here is that it was incum- 


reasonably necessary 


home 


ent on the plaintiff to go further 
that 


this particular case. 


the radio was nec- 
In- 
of doing so, the plaintiff pro- 
the ot 
plaintiff's own 


unc Snow 
esfSary in 
stead 


eeded to prove absence 


The 
proofs not only failed to establish 


*h need. 


Sut 


the particular radio was nec- 


essary in the home of the defend- 
ints, but on the contrary produc- 
evidence showing that it was 


ol necessary. 


APPEAL AND ERROR — Notice 
of Appeal—Jurisdiction of Low- 


er Court Ended. 


New 
De Li 
Worsted 


July 


Jersey 


Supreme Court 
renzo, Petr., deft. v. Botany 
Mills, Pros. 


1937. 


Resp., 


20 


Certiorari to Workmen's Compen- 
Bureau 


sation Reversed 


Merritt Lane. 


Feder & Rinzler. 


For prosecutor 
For defendant, 
Parker, J. 
This is a Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion case. After a hearing on the 
dismissed 


1936. 


merits ion 
March 19, 


An appeal was filed April 7, 


the petit was 


oy tne bureau on 


1936 


re ving the record to the Com- 
mon Pleas The record having 
been removed to the Common 
Pleas, the petitioner on May 13, 


1936 applied 


the 
reopening of the judgment dismiss- 


to bureau for a 
petition and for a rehear- 
The 


was granted 


the 
after argu- 
rent on August 5, 1936. The pres- 
ent writ of certiorari brings up for 


for 





application re- 





review the order granting the re- 
hearing 

Held: The order granting the re- 
hearing made by the Bureau can- 
not stand. By the appeal the record 
was removed to the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas and consequently there- 
to, the Deputy Commissioner and 
the Bureau had no jurisdiction of 
the cause so as to entertain 
application for a rehearing. 

It should also be added that the 
cause was argued before this Court 
n January 19th and after the ar- 
the 21st, counsel for 
petitioner obtained from the Com- 
mon Pleas an order purporting to 
dismiss the appeal, a copy of which 
order was sent to each member of 
the court. Such consent order 
ineffective to endow the bureau 
with jurisdiction of the cause as 
of the date of the order. 

Reversed. 


an 
cument 


on 


is 
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Current Decisions 


GUARANTOR AND SURETY — 


Judgment Against Principal is | 
Prima Facie Evidence Against 


the Surety. ee 
Circuit Court. 
Accident Insur- 


Passaic 

State v. Standard 

ance Co. 

to strike and 
counterclaim. Granted. 

For plaintiff, Harry L. Schoen. 

Louis Auerbacher, 


OY motion answer 


|For defendant, 
Ji 
Wolber, 


This 


answer 


Joseph G., C. C. J. 
to strike the 
under 


motion 


is a 
and counterclaim 
Supreme Court Rule 40 as not set- 
ting forth a legal defense and fail- 
ing to state a cause of action, re- 
The action is for dam- 
for breach « official 
by the Sheriff of Passaic 
principal and the de- 
The breach as- 


svectively. 
yf an bond 
ted 
County as 
as surety. 
od is the 


43 
tne 


recovery of judgment 
principal for omitting 


remit official fees received by 


in the performance of his 
juties and disbursed by him in 
violation of law. 


answer sets forth generally 
the defenses interposed in the case 
Pasaic County v. Manly, 14, M. 





909 (Passaic County Circuit Court, 
1936; Wolber, C. C. J.), which were 
stricken as not setting forth a de- 
ens aw. In view of that de- 

r ation, this court is bound by 
the rule of stare decisis to follow 
that case and apply it to the case 
at bar That application requires 
me to strike out the defenses and 
nunterclaim that are interposed 
in this cas is was done in the 
ianly case, supra. 15 C. J. 304 et 


s Freeholders v. Jersey 
City, & c., St. Ry. Co., 85 L. 179, 
88 A. 106] E. & A. 1913 
re, C. J 


eq iting 


Gum- 


In that action, the defendant 
was not a party, nor was it noti- 
fied of its pendency. It now con- 
tends that it is not bound by the 

judication in that case and has 
the right to interpose such defens- 


the principal has and could 
asserted 

De Grieff v. 
(Chan. 1879, 


Wilson, 30 Eq. 


Runyon, C.), it 
437 that: 


Stated on page 


‘Although there is a conflict cf 
authority on the subject, it seems 


that, 
where, the fair 
of the the 
surety may have undertaken to be 


the better opinion ex- 


cases upon 


cept in 
construction contract, 
responsible for the result of a suit 
or where he is made privy to the 
notice, and the opportunity 
him to defend it, a 
against the principal 
alone is, as a general evi- 
dence of the fact of its recovery 
of any fact which 
was necessary to find in order 
such judgment. Brandt 

on Suretyship, Sec. 524.” 
State v. Leeds, et al., 
31 L. 185 (S. C. 1865, Beasley, C. 
J.), which held the correct doctrine 
be that suits on sheriff’s bonds 
need not be based on a precedent 
against the delinquent of- 


suit 


DY 
is given to 

aie aail 
judgment 
rule, 


] + 
1 not 





il 
fo recover 


See also 


tc 
ficial. 

Ir Brown v. Lefkowitz, 7 M. 424 
(S. C. 1929,-Per Curiam), although 
stated by way of dicta, the Su- 
preme Court at page 425 stated 
the rule to be as follows: 

“There are many authorities 


(Continued on page 5, col. 4) 


| 
| 
| 


Fraud As A Ground For Equity 


Jurisdiction In New Jersey 





By Maurice 


Cc. Brigadier 





The inapplicability of many pre- 
cedents of sister to 
problems of fraud as a ground for 
equity jurisdiction in New Jersey 


our states 


is largely due to our adherence to 


the rules and standards of the 
High Court of Chancery of Eng- 
The American Courts have 
generally the 
over 


land. 
refused to uphold 


broad jurisdiction in equity 


cases involving fraud which had 
heen settled by a long line of de- 
cisions in the English Courts. 

The courts of our sister states in 
determining the use of fraud as 4 
ground for jurisdiction have per- 
mitted themselves to be influenced 
by the rule in the Federal Courts, 
failed take into con- 


joing so the 


and have to 


sideration in reason 


ior the Federal rule. 
In 
remedy at law is available in mat- 


the Federal Courts, where a 


ters of fraud there is no concurrent 


jurisdiction in equity. This rule 


resulted from a construction plac- 


Cases of Interest 


Sister State Decisions 

CRIMINAL LAW — Admissibility 
Of Evidence Of Subsequent Of- 
tenses. 
App. Div 
York. 


First Department, New 


I> 


People of 


Nicholas 


of New York v. 


Montana. 


State 


Glennon, J. 


The defendant was convicted in 
the Court of General Sessions of 
the crime of knowingly receiving 
money for and on account of pro- 
curing and placing a woman in the 


istody of another for immoral 
purposes in violation of the penal 
law. At the trial of the case the 
people introduced evidence of num- 
crous similar crimes committed af- 
ter the one mentioned in the in- 
cictment The defendant did not 
take the stand to testify in his 
own behalf. 

On appeal, held, conviction re- 


| Evidence crimes 


is competent to prove the specific 


verser 


of other 


ime charged when it tends to 
establish (1) motive; (2) intent; 
3) the absence of mistake or ac- 
cident; (4) a common scheme or 


commission of 
related to 
each other that proof of one tends 
the the 
identity of the person charged with 
commission of the 

The defendant 
in the indictment with be- 


pian embracing the 


two crimes so 


or more 


to establish others; (5) 


crime on 


the 


trial was not 
charged 
ing a low-lived scoundrel who de- 
pended upon the proceds of prosti- 
tution in general for a livelihood; 
he indicted for being 


He was 


neither was 
a so-called booking agent. 


simply accused of sharing in the 


proceeds of prostitution of one 
Beverly Reynolds. It is difficult 
to understand how evidence as to 
subsequent offenses in a case of 


this character is necessary or prop- 
er to prove either motive or intent 
on the part of the defendant for 
the alleged commission of the of- 
fenses set forth in the indictment. 
The evidence should not have been 
received and the conviction must, 


therefore, be reversed. 


ed upon a provision contained, in 
the Judicial Code. The act de- 
ciared “that suits in equity shall 
not be sustained in either of the 
courts of the United States in any 
case where a plain adequate and 
complete remedy may be had at 
law.’ Although this provision was 
merely declaratory of a principle 
of equity jurisprudence that had 
generally long been recognized, its 
application by the Federal Courts 
to the subject of fraud resulted in 
the adoption of a rule which con- 
flicted with the rule settled in the 


English Courts, that in cases of 
fraud the Courts of Equity could 
exercise jurisdiction concurrent 


with Courts of Law. Many of the 
American Courts, losing sight of 
| the reason for the Federal rule and 
also the development of jurisdic- 
tion on the ground of fraud exer- 
cised by the English Courts, have 
| followed the Federal rule with the 


|result that some of their prece- 
| dents have found no applicability 
}to the determination of similar 


edhe in this state. 
| The 
| followed a 
| the 
uity jurisdiction in every case of 
the narrow Federal rule 
that the Court of Equity in no case 
has concurrent jurisdiction with a 


Courts have 
between 
broad English doctrine of eq- 


New Jersey 


middle course 


fra 


i and 


u 


court of law in matters of fraud, 
The courts of this state, and in 
some of the sister states, while 


recognizing that inherently equity 
may exercise jurisdiction over any 
of have, nevertheless, 
Id that the availability of a legal 
recognized as 


case fraud, 
he 
remedy should be 
restricting the propriety of its ex- 
ercise rather than 


restriction upon the jurisdiction 


of jurisdiction 


itself. 
The 
equity 


cases determining problems 
matters 
generally into two 
which the con- 
current the equity 
courts with the common law courts 

in which the 
equity courts 


jurisdiction 
fall 


those 


in 


Oi 
of fraud 
in 


classes 


jurisdiction of 
those 


the 


ana 
of 


is involved 


jurisdiction 


in matters of fraud is exclusive. 
Before examining, the decisions 
of the New Jersey Courts on the 


yaSis of this classification, it would 
be well to examine briefly the Eng- 
that Doctrine is 
which the diver- 
gence of the cases commence, 

Lord Hardwicke Chesterfield 
v. Jansen 2 Ves. Sr. 125, valued for 
its classification of fraud, had said 
of equity had un- 
jurisdiction to relieve 
against every species of fraud and 
Lord Eldon insisted that the court 
of equity not only had jurisdiction 
but that such jurisdiction belonged 
originally to the Court of Chanc- 
ery even before the Law Courts be- 
gan to exercise jurisdiction over 
matters of fraud. Lord-Justice 
Knight Bruce had ruled that the 
extension of the law courts exer- 
cise of jurisdiction over fraud had 
not deprived the courts of equity 
of their ancient and undoubted jur- 
isdiction, which they exercised De- 
fore the courts of law had enlarged 
their limits. 





lish doctrine as 


the point from 


in 


+ 


that a court 


doupnted 


(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 
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the question whether 


was casual or not 
to be decided 


The decision wé s appealed to the 
Common Pleas who held that 
where there is test imon'y to support 
a finding of fact, sucla finding of 
fact will not be -disturbed by the 


Common Pleas Court 


Held: The affirmiance wag error. 
The hearing of an appeal is a trial 


de novo so as to review the evi- 


ience and determirie its weight, ir 
idently of the findings of fact 


3ureau. 





» record, which is not remove 


Pleas, should be reccnsidered ther: 


and the cause determined accord- 





ing to rules applicable to a tria 
novo Lppe a o * r 
yn hould als be r 
net oner 4 t ] 
court . writ will b 
the whole matter wii 
¢ sidered or s merits 


NEGLIGENCE — Standard of 
Care — Violation of Traffic Act 


—Infererce of Negligence. 


New Jersey Court of Errors and 


Express Company 

July 7, 1937 

On appeal from the Suprreme Court 
Affirms i 

McCarter & English (Richard J 
Congleton and Augustus C 
Studer, Jr., of counsel), for ap- 


Theodore Strong & Son (Stephen 


R. Strong, of counsel), for re- 


spondents 


Plaintiff's decedent was killed in 
automobile, when the automo- 
ich he was riding as a 
ssenger ran into the back of a 
ctationarvy truck The accident 





& . na $m - 
took place about 5 a.m The truck 


necome sleepy; so he 
ck and trailer on the 
of the roadway At 





the place he parked, there was a 
tirt shoulder, beyond which thers 
was a guard rail. Accordingly, he 
was unable to park his truck com- 
nietelv off the road, but had it tw 
tc two and half feet on the road- 
way. The tail light was burning 
It was in such a position that it 
would appear to be just off the 
onerete. The tail board of the 
uck was down in a horizontal 
position Three green lights on 
the left side. and three red lights 
on the right side of the trailer 
were lit. but it was fairly infer- 
sble that these lights could not be 
een by a car coming from behind 
There was testimony that the 
weather was bad: that there were 
patches of fog on the road. At 
the place where the truck was 
narked. the normal width of the 
shoulder was narrowed to five feet 
a guard rail. 

The car in which decedent was 
riding, travelling in the same di- 
rection the truck was facing 
struck the rear of the truck 

At the trial, defendant moved 
for nonsuit, and for a direction on 
the ground that no negligence on 
its part had been shown. Appeal 
is from the court’s refusal to 
srant these motions. 

Held: The question is whether 
the driver of the truck observed 
the standard of care by which ac- 
tionable negligence is measured 
“Reasonable care” cannot be ac- 
curately defined. “The term con- 
notes such degree of care as is 
commensurate with the risk of 
harm....such as a reasonable man 
would under all circumstances 
deem prudent to obviate the dan- 
ger, known or reasonably forsee- 
able: and, where the evidence, as- 
sayed by reasonable minds, may 
lead to bona fide differences of 


‘opinion as to whether there has 


oo - oe ~~, 
. 


> the rule but still remains in the 


Admx. ad pros. v. Phillips 


plaintiff's husband, who was in the 


hat the promises were not occu- 


nstalled in the premises The \ 

rial court found that the premises Ins [J R AN CF 4 ¥ 
P ; * Y 

id not been used as a store and 


Iwelling because of the operation . a 
of the still for some time during IN 
he effective period of the policy 


und directed a verdict. 


breach could take place by the in- 


)been an observance of that stand- Stallation of the still though ‘t happened. Right after the fire, he 


ard of care, the question is one for | were dismantled at the time of the coughed and complained of throat 
the fact-finding authority. The na- fire, it had not been proved that irritation. His lungs became worse. 


jture and extent of the duty rest- the owner knew or by the exercise His doctor treated him for his var- © 
f reasonable care could have ious burns and did not know of his ' a 
tion of law; whether, in the cir- | known of the existence of this still throat and lung irritation unGts : A 


ing upon defendants was a ques- < 


™ ° . 
cumstances, they rendered per- on the~premises. The judgment more than 24 hours later. 
formance of that duty was a ques- of the trial court, however, should The chief gases released by the ” 


tion of fact for the jury.” be sustained on the ground that explosion were monoxide and mon- 
On the evidence, a jury ques- the statement_in the contract call- oxide of nitrogen, the latter being : 


tion was presented. The jury might ing for occupancy as a dwelling particularly irritating to the res- 
bave found that the truck driver and store amounted to a warranty piratory tract. The testimony on 
disobeyed Act VI, sec. 2 (a) of the which had been breached by use »f the defense tended to deny the 
raffic Act, forbidding parking the premises to store bananas. causal connection between the fire 
on the paved or improved main Warranties may be express or and the lung injury. The doctors 


Y 


raveled portion of any highway, implied, and affirmative or prom- said the symptoms must occur, if 
except in business or residence dis- issory. An express warranty is a ct alli, in 24 hours. The Bureau 
trict, when such vehicle can be particular statement or stipulation cismissed the claim for the lung 
parked off such portion of the in the policy itself whereby the in- condition which was reversed by 
roudway. Mere infraction of this sured agrees that certain facts are, the Common Pleas. The respond- 
itute would be sufficient for the or shall be, true or that certain ent appeals from the reversal. 


jury to infer negligence. The con- acts have been, or shall be done Held; Affirmed 
of the weather; the fact that The validity of the policy depend: That the petitioner’s present 
fendant chose to park at a nar- upon the literal truth or exact condition due to the accident 
yw portion of the shoulder; and fullfilment of the express warran- was clearly established by the 
the fact that he took no steps to ties. The statement that the prop- medical testimony for the symp- 
ncoming drivers of the erty shall be insured while occu- toms did manifest themselves 
resence of his vehicle—all these pied as a store and dwelling within the 24 hour period men- 


facts from which the jury amounts to an express warranty, tioned. That he did not immed- 


ight have found negligence and a breach thereof voids the pol- iately complain of each specific 

\ firmed icy njury is no proof that he did not 

A judgment will be sustained |SUStain it. Further, there was no 

INSURANCE — Fire — Warran- ‘although the reasons given by | Proof of any lung ailment before 


ty of Use — Breach Vitiates the court below are madame 6) 























, ie . 
Policy even erroneous, if in fact the di- 
AT os rceyv ‘ry ¢ ¢ a Yr “< iY 
New Jersey Court of Errors and jection was proper upon othe1 
nre le . ” 
Appeals. grounds appearing in the case. 
Procacci v. United States Fire In- Affirmed. 
irance Company. 
July 7, 1937 " ee ; 
‘i + —= VORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
Jn appe al 1rom the Supreme 
Court. Affirmed —Manifestation of Symptoms of 
. Injury, held Sufficient Proof of 
N. Thomas Smaldore Samuel I iii P 
- Injury Reasonable rates. All our 
Orlando, of counsel for plain-, ~* th ' a earchers formerly with 
New Jersey Supreme Court . ‘ y 
iff-appellant seen prem ure Fidelity Union Mortgage & 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt (G. Dixon .Poresayvich, Pet’r. v. Celluloid Title Guarantee Company. 
Corr -acnTr 
Speakman, on the brief), for de- orp., Res} 
7 Se J 7, 19 
’ int-respondent) 
> C.J On certiorari. Affirmed 
Suit was br I petitioner, Kalisch & Kalisch, 
a ut Is re Kalisch and Robert { 
s building “while occupied as a Morris |} 11 Commer S Newark, N. J 
re and dwelling’ The plaintiff or respondent Frederick J. Wal | i] ois 
ged a loss of $2,900. from fire zing’ | —— > 
rring ring the life of the B« e, J 
yolicy. On August 22, 1933, a fire oc- 
During the period of coverage, irred In the respondent’s factory 
I plaintiff leased the insured The petitioner was knocked to the 
mises to a tenant who installed floor by the explosion. He filed 


I operated a still therein. The petition November 9, 1933 and lat- 





scovered the and re- er amended it to include injury 
t about four months before his lungs He testifie to irrita 
fire. No proof was produced tion of the throat and eyes at the CERTIF IED A APPRAISALS 
t the trial to charge the plaintiff time of the injury and that he al “s 
tn knowledge of this condition most suffocated before he could JOYCE, KUEHNER & CO. 


of the premises get out of the room where it had 9 Broadway. N. Y. Digby 4-7764 


At the time of the fire, however, ——— 


1 for some months prior theret . “1 J: 
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accident Construed. 


GESTS OF 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — Milk 


trol Act Valid as to 


The United States. 


Supreme Court 


Pros. v. Milk 


ilk Co., 








ntrol Board, et als, Respt 
ea a aS ee seat ; J 7, 1987 
MAURICE BRIGADIER, Editor } 
. O rtiorari. Writ dismissed 
Subscription Rates rosecutor, Herman Shapiro 
One Year $3.50 yr respondent, Edward W. Curri 
B J 
Entered at Post Office Newark, N. J., as second class matter Under r Milk ¢ 
An Act of Congress of March 3, 1879 ; —_ 
ide no the 
The New Jersey Law Journal invites correspondencs ncernir 5 se. Fr this order 
rener: interes to the sar’ € line s ‘ " 
matters of general in he Ba x id ng 1 i appeals by a writ of 
or controversial. It does not assun responsibility fe a t ‘ 
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views expressed in contributed articles, note r published respond at a 
ence unless expressly so stated rhe lk 
The New Jersey Law Journal opposes the publ n of letters of n iss 
personal commendation or cism of mer he B r other | 35, 175, p. 420. The revo- 
personnel of the Courts, but welcomes a lt s inf i i Seno ihe 
suggestions concerning tke functioning of Courts : ee ee a en 
; ur had violated price 
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The reports of this State and ot ™4Ge Detwer _ i : the Boar 
others are replete with opinions . , Held: Wr lismiss¢e The pros- 
tak ersor 2 ¢ . : 1 
that have been handed down as , - : ; ee r’s ntention that the Milk 
, ; Boa was with t ris- 
per curiam decisions by the high- provyal by or \ 
King tr order E re- 
esi court. The per curiam decision ruling ude Vi 
since such er was sigt 
in its inception was used to desig- © "4 :, Pi ' r f t s of th 
} t fir 
nate the opinion of the court in a . ul ‘ B wt was not 
case in which the judges were all ‘4! . Er e hearir s of no 
: . . r T te - 
cf one mind and the question in . Ay , I rect scloses 
volved was so clear that it was no n me! ; i NS ' s member wa 
considered necessary to elaborate : ppea " t hearine wag 
on it by an extended opinion. It I for t was pres« whens thas 
unfortunate, however, that by tt ‘ ; . - ik T} s of 
use of this type of decision th inary | el i I r ; «fe 
court in the past has lost sight of : : : aN this . _— nstit Nebbia  v New 
the fact that such d ion ight i t to U xact stat- York, 281 U. S. 502 Pe Sane tie 
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44, affirmed by a per ci t : A , 
sion of the court, 107 N. J. Eq. 180 - = s an oe , 
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ecutor contended that that period 
did not apply because no report of 
the accident had been made. The 
petition was dismissed for lack of 
No appeal was taken 
on 


urisdiction 


from that order. Thereafter 
January 26, 1937, petitioner gave 


otice of an application to the 
eputy commissioner to set aside 



































the order of dismissal, to take 
proofs to show that the city had 
reported the accident, and that 
n such proofs being shown the 
sho be deprived of the de- 
s n i by it For the 
t mitted that no ré 
por been made of the acci- 
prosecutor's 
PI paragrapl 
i th 
ike tion of penal 
1 Vere 
on ir- 
ovision 
the act of 1924 was separate 
iependent of the second pro- 
sion thereof (denial of the rigt 
f employer to plead statute « 
limitation as a defensée the latter 
sion was affected or ur 
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visior n herefore, was still 
applicable 
Held: Writ r 
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S ntentior Neither the 
t f 19 24 nor he s 
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not reviewable except for fraud 
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( r not approve the 
f the permit because it 
reate a fire hazard and a 
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Held: 
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inere is no proof of fraud or 
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he City Council. The traffic con- 
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before the English Courts 
at the same 
vy. Smith 46 N. J. L. 380. 


the English 





however, 
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conclusion | 
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ndam « st continued even after 
author) ueision in Derry v. Peek to 
s the settled rule that 

Thaler was not an ingredient of | 








In fact the House of 


roper motive n the last mentioned case 
zed as settled the equitable 
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wat relief might be had in the 
¢ equity for false represen- 
though the represen- 
innocently made but 
to accept that rule as the 
fa mmon law act 
actual fraud could 


hed in equity withou* 








“Bp oral culpability at the time 
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“id to be the rule in 
ave Hurd 20 Ch. Div. 1 
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ae « rule in the 
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. 138 A 201. 
e- sh be noted, however, 
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f the guilty person to 
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lief. Straus v. Norris 78 N. J. E 


611 


he equitable fraud, 1 


488, 79 A 


misrepresenta 


as th basis of i 1 

s t 

fense to suit in equity rath 
than as a ground for affir a c 
































t r ii 
. + 
suit, for example, were brough 
for the specific performance of a 
ntrac and the defense of equit- 
‘ fra were nternosed the 
r lainant ¢ ild be denie reliet 
—' 
in the theory of hards that tl 
e ssiter t 
eranting if re ef ir equity rests 
$ + 
e sound discretion of t ( Y 
4 1+ 3 c ch iscretl ns ] not 
exercise l favor of eg? nting 
ef where t » SO Wl 1 res 
hardcl ) non t¢ fer y 
: . + 
vt ha heen } é t enter oO 
he P ntract bv the con nlair T = 
srepresentation Asfar s 
ndant S oncerne t 
2 it nar Dp po him as if 
+ la ant ha ntent 
+3 
ti tne 
Tr hos S tions ke New 
T sey x} recogniz mn rr t 
S t n tr ea rts in 
Sitios f at law. a 1 for 
ee 
‘ oe fra x 
sciss g f: 
een retains on tt tioy 
r 
i all i 
es 4 th f ib- 
) r ry x t - 
risdic , he 
I rule doe not exis 
+} Fe € ( ) S 
+ : ns f wine 
} ‘ =, 1S y S 
+ r? 
€ I 
¢ iM Ir 
" equit 
4 + 
a te 
slV tio! 
I New Jerse. r x S S 
the Court of Errors ar 
Metropo n Life I 
, Sussma S 2 
, r 
Vi ( ur r Bige- 
4 + + T + 
~ pir «vl L 
I ( f a4 Suss- 
s t ourts have pla 
at € exercis t 
iris ’ S 
ne ¢ tat 
I ( as 
€ nsurar 
ssic S Ss 
} y Or 
< sure 4 i n 
rtair ntentior \ é 
senta ns n € aSSu 
} Pons? ‘ 
» the company rutn 





which the company had relied u 


os 
issui the policy. In both cases 
the company upon final hearing 


failed to prove scienter and in both 


cases was denied rescission for 


Tansaction under a mutual |feilure to produce such proof. 


. ~ 


Although the Court 
did expressly overrule 
precedents in this state 
subject of equitable fraud, it 


of Errors 
the 
the 
did 


not 
on 


hold that it was incumbent upon 
the insurance company to prove 
hat the misrepresentations were 
fraudulently made. Vice Chancel- 


Suss- 
held 
Sussman case was author- 


that a false state- 


r Bigelow in folldbwing the 





ise in the case 





ment made by an applicant for 
life insurance, even though mater- 


for 


he policy issued in reliance there- 


ground avoiding 


I nless made with an intent to 
‘ rr unless it related to a 
itter of h the applicant was 





sciously ignorant. This is clear 

] a limitation upon the rule of 

¢ f _ 14 

i i SO i is li¢ 

sural contracts are concerned 

is it icts the proof f legal 

i suct ises as the basis of 
ciieil 








ere no heory to justify its 
g the Sussman case, Vicé 
( sigelow « He held 
t the rule of equitable fraud 
er ibroeg é y the legisla- 
ture the case of Té nsurance 
T s | t provision of the in- 
- ¢ ll statemen 
é the sure na t 
é ; ¢ leemed rep- 
resent not warrantie 
( 1 il to the Court of Ex 
4 A ls. tl ( é Ss 
t ¢ other reas Ss 
Ass hat t } ee! ‘ 
ten? ‘ egvislatur the 
( il t ) 1 t 
whe Z atur 11 I 
nr the ( r yt 
I ¢ New Jerse } 
} I jictio of the Cou 
f ry } 
( f ed th 
I f s 4 |- 
t ‘ y 
ris quit S upo 
¢ ut 4 y +7 
5 ) alt} 9 1 ally 
f 9 a 
y oY 
ra f¢ y f 
) I ) 4 t i¢ 1 
ctr r ter to e- 
Y qt cr 
+ ¢ Ir n 
¢ fr f Y 
» a ] 
= S transactior whict 
t r 
2 construed e 
r Y Sn lpo?! ft 
r + y ‘ 
ert y = t 
> : Sf ° 
S 1 4 
4 ry té he 
of S 
are +; 
+ nt Y y + 
t ) t | 
f > + — 4 
3 Basse Sh iker t 
N 7 =2g Tr nstruine s } 
. + =» ¢ fra + the 
; ¢ aT T r i f 
ror + af at rg 
i f rs f human r t 
nrittk » S Ww mre 
y 
So t f I on- 
+ 7 + 
i ] * 
witta wit $ ‘ ‘ io 
ths irc he . fia r 
{ ’ + . ‘ 
‘ T r¢ ig 
0 f I na fide r eve ex- 
4 ? tr Sal ai f 
—_ the trict ota te if prop- 
’ r } + + 
eve ) e be F ir 


Tue (fourt Press 


NEW YORK 
4114-8 


CEDAR & 
Rector 2 
DAY and NIGHT SERVICE 


‘Current Decisions 


} 


(Continued from page 1) 


holding thea.rule to be that where 
: ton 
the surety is not made a party the 


judgment 


1gainst 


facie evidence 


of the liability 


is prima 
surety 


the 


on which it is predieated. 21 R. C. 


L. 
cluding 


yurt of 


1088, where cases are cited, in- 
the 
States which, 


those in Supreme 


the United 


in decisions ending with Moses v. 


United 


hag 
and 


hority. 


that 


i} 
un 
f 
1u 

Nn 
f 


themselves liable 


iy suffer 


State, 166 U. S. 571, has 


held.” 


am persuaded to adopt the 
above announced because it 
support in reason and logic 
by the greater weight of au- 

The nature of the con- 


official that of a 


those 


bonds is 


indemnity to who 


damages by reason ot 
lect. fraud or misconduct of 


officer. The bond is made with 


knowledge and understanding 


in many cases such damages 


» ascertained and liquidated 


the 


the sureties 


officer 
make 


and the fair 


in action against 
whose acts 


con- 


ction of the contract of the 
ties is that they will pay all 
mages so ascertained and liquid- 
t in an action against their 
rincipa Note 9 Ann. ‘as., 


Stephens v. Shafer, 48 Wis. 54, N. 
W 








Rep. 835 In the cases dlis- 
S¢ that note, the reason for 
rule ffording prima _ facie 
to the recovery of the judg- 
ti ited 
There certai some variance 
ruthoritic n the Subject 
tr revailing reasons, except 
re there are statutory difficult 
seem to favor the rule that 
1 judgment is prima facie ev- 
, 4 iin t the suretie 
t I ment she not 
con S 4v 4 f the sure f 
s he |} ef otified to de 
) é 1 art s wel 
ig] ) » 0 I ( 1p1 t ot 
yf the property, the making 
cre 4 efore th 
forr Frauduler Conveyane 
i! } transact y 
onfines of tl irticle 
The bject of fra 
ititude n s ttempte 
definitions of the gener ter? 4 
re J S fraud is kale- 
S ni King 


| fraud or conclusion. But beyond 
| this there is not very good reason 
is for the 
1dvantage of the surety to have 
the Sheriff pursued to judgment, 
the exhaustion of execution 
before he himself is sued, not only 
because if the Sheriff is good the 
surety will not be harassed by lit- 
all, 
such cases there is frequently, and 
indemnitor, 
who becomes jointly liable, and to 
whom recourse may be had which 


for any exception. It 


and 


igation at but also because in 


always may be, an 


wil! relieve or exonerate the sure- 
ty. There is very little danger 
of collusion, and if collusion exists, 
lawful to 
Norris vy. Mersereau, 74 Mich 
412 N. W. 153. 

In that view, the defenses are in- 
The and 
will be 


it 1s 


in defense. 
687, 


show it 
Rep 


ifficient in law answer 


counterclaim therefore 


tricken, without costs. 


TITLE SEAKCHERS - 


l'To Seekers of Title Information! 
Employ Serv:se of a 
TITLE ABSTRACTER 

befor your next Title 

TITLE ABSTRACTERS’ ASSN, 

OF NEW JERSEY 

Toms River, N. J. 


passing 





Atlantic County 





Dependable 


JAMES F. McNAMARA 


TITLE EXAMINER 
Mays Landing, N. J. Phone 118 
Member Title Abstractors Ass’n 
of N. J. 





Camden County 





At Your Service 
TITLE ABSTRACT COMPANY 
Clinton I. Evans, Pres. 
Title B 
Camden, N. J. Phone 
Member of Title 
| Association of 





ing 
Camden 5560 


Abstractors 
New Jersey 








Passaic County 





TRI-COUNTY 
TITLE SERVICE CoO., Ine. 


Miiton N. Lieberman, Pres. 


St., Paterson, N. J. 


d 2-7585 


169 Market 











Somerset County 





L. M. HARTSHORN 
TITLE BXAMINER 


Telephone 130 Somerville, N. J. 


30 YEARS EXPERIENVE 





| President of Title Abstractors Ass’n. 
of New Jer.2y 














| 


Phone 


FACSIMILE PHOTOSTAT COPIES 


Quick 


acsimile Copies of Anything 


PRINTED 


WRITTEN 
UNION COUNTY 


225 BROAD STREET 


ELizabeth 


2-8646 


Service 


DRAWN 
BLUE PRINT CO. 


ELIZABETH, N. J. 




















THE STATE CAPITAL TITLI 
‘& ABSTRACT CO. — 


Certificates of Regularity 


» Prompt and 


Accurate Service 


. T 
Offices: Trenton Trust Bldg., Trenton, N.J. 
Telephone Trenton 843) 

National Newark & Essex Bldg., Newark, N. J. 
Telephone MArket 3-2200 


( irt Pro- 
e€ g 
Miscellaneous Informatior 
. i Forms 
Certificates as Corporate 
Standine 


> 


aed 















ee eee 






































































~ 


















60 N. J. L. J. Index Page 258 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 12, 1937. 














Friday, 


Emergency conference 


ese Government 


to what course 


Japanese -Wages 


is recommended 


House Labor Comn 


portant changes 
Saturday, 


f 


of 


ar 


August 6 


cials 
take 


j 
i 


itte 


August 


The $700,900,000 Ho 


passed by Senate 
men and childret 
in fear of Chinese 


Monday, August 9 


Court ontroversy 


Tuesday, 
Japanese navy 
Chinese airfield 
hai—-Huge cottor 


drop alarms Cong 
Wednesday, August 11 
Revolt in Loyal 


Spain hreater 
According > 
rebel leader 


PERSONALS 


John W. Griggs 


‘ 


5 Colt Street, Pate 


Aubrey J. Elias 


The Peoples Bank 


Nathan N. Goldberg 
P 


to 132 Market St 


i 


August 


SHERIFF'S SALES 


HIGHLIGHTS OF THE WEEK 


r Chin- 
agains 


Hours Bill 


y 









SHERIFF’S SALES SHERIFF’S SALES SHERIFF'S SAlp 





SHERIFF’S SALES 


GENERAL NEWS = 

































Seven 





ness 4 
Indust 


\ 















Seven 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 12, 1937. 





60 N. J. L. J. Index Page 259 














mess And 


























‘ ERY Tractor lines continue to 
° 
haneery Industrial Outlook make up the bulk of sales but till- 
i —_—- age tools and harvesting equip- 
: YORK, (CCNS) — First ment are also registering highiy 
° outlook for the var- satisfactory gains. Well sustained 
mpd divisions of indus- | (jemand is expected during the re- | 
; summarized as follows mainder of the year unless crop 
rand Statistics Company: | conditions become unfavorable. 
: SING neage for PCPA $3 P 
OVE we Lineage to AIRCRAFT Production of 
4 Ss and newspapers aultical equipment is expected 
mues show moderate gauis hold at virtually record levels 
still further in- > the rest led or- 
gS prospect. hadio au- = ! xcey 
8 ines se LOMOBILES Motor ve 
a = perations will undergo a 
" . iy decline over the next 
(CHANCERY NOTICES : 7 
ae so, preparatory to 
SEY rings for 1938. Sharp revival 
I ie Tourth quarter. 
L Ol aD A’ ),> 
‘i )unks §s ijl icalte - 
; 4.616,000 in 1936. 
TOMOBILE PARTS Sev- 
KS i i LIVILy 
A Bust eari\ 
B Sir bP ~] A I n 
I e quart 
ges = rPOMOBILE TIRES Pos- 
- s s r troubles 
y +4 al € 
3 aQay S al Kely 
- sing sis tend to some 
k 
- 5 - $1 
—_ ILDING ( I é 
gz U mign ieveis 
~ J ye a The cs- 
1 pl Sa 
£ S 1 \ 
I ALS AUEUS ~) 
t t tT Tre i 
€ wJUly ~] 4 
> ‘ aa « 
atte part or 
2 L The bitumin us t 
king tim per g the 
5 the p 
z \ on act 
S K 4 I 
P I EQUIPMENT 
Stantial backlog of orders 
Kings snouid 
A a ivily 
quit jual 
2 i rd buying 
sg ( it 
. - 
ACK, deceased 
ic gag FR I 
SHERIFF’S SALES yarred 
4 ‘4 = 
~ » > $A {Al 
J 
t House, J 7 
nt y ‘ EN = 
. t - rly sid r t subs r 
ner ( r AV . r s and 
. if . . a. 4 n ber 
+ e + A‘ " i ‘ 
z r r if ar i Pe ar 
- N. J. 1 3 g. 5-12 
EXPERT APPRAISEMENTS 
. 1 1 
: Of Personal Property for Inheritance 
ba . r Tax or Insurance purposes 
ca Fifty-seven Dollars ' 
I together WALTER L. BUSH 
9.98 Suite 212, Hotel Robert Treat 
- : Sherif. 4 ° - 
. Bore 17:22 | Newark, N. J. 
uly 22-29-August 5-12 | 





AGRICULTURAL MACHIN-|]or increasing earnings. Baking and 















































rn products companies should 
egister gains in the final six 


months. 
LEATHER AND 


(consumption of 


SHOES — 


hides con- 


cattle 


int With stocks falling 


i perceptibly. Shoe production 
will expand seasonally during the 
ird quarter, although it may not 
icate the high level of a year 
ago 


index O21 

















nachine to orders tor June show- 
t dest decline to 
91.8 ympared W 208.5 in May 
e peak of 282.5 in April 
Larg acklogs assure a high level 
yt operations for the rest of the 
year, 
MEDICINES Sales of drugs 
( tinue A OV« a year ago 
» | LO U pe reent 4 41nS 
¢ summe Snouia arry 
third quarter 
METALS NON-FERROUS 
S Z a copper hav« 
é earing up ot 
5 1 1e ste 
I I es t ulin irn 
s Zit prices 
i ts, al im- 
i igh lea S stul 
} onsumption 
i pro tion by 
PAPER W 
I ts S§ Id witness 
snal I le lal 
PET JLEUM \ithough an- 
é pr ces 
nsumpt 
K 4 VOL 
t p ) ] 
{ lI Ap 4 
i ipproxim at 0 
g arnings $ 
937 
ILROADS frafii nA 
yus 2 pe t » lo 
han 1 Augus 
t Sis t ind 
g LOOK R 
4 CenU a ns A 
tant ring on 
p € 4 of tne 
LROAD EQUIPMENT 
, , tantia n- 
or vy rolling 
rf x} ect 
ETAIL TRADE Exp ng 
— 4 x er = - 
190 
=H I NG yntinue n 
=] ~ Y +¥ ’ 1936 ¢ Ye 
¢ ainde Oo the 
G La shipping is 
eavier tl SevVE years 
STEEL I ted fall upturr 
teel bat Will not 
oon enough to pre- 
4 ~I t ro ct De 
, og 2 One tions ould 
ig 75 pe ent of a= 
sared wv 72 per t 
er 
SUGAR Outlook for earnings 
‘¢ a4 rn err Y tir ] Ss 
hig rtain hiefly as a re- 
l f th eadlock that has de- 
¢ I ) r efforts to extend the 
I ffor t c 
esent yntre legislation. 





New Jersey 


LEGAL BLANKS 
PUBLISHED BY 
Sinnickson Chew 
& Sons, Co. 

37 No. Third Street 


CAMDEN, NEW JERSEY 
CATALOGUE ON REQUEST 











TEXTILES — The slow contrac- 
tion in textile orders, with the ex- 
ception of rayon, continues, with 
prospects of a continuation of the 
aownward tPendwell into the third 
quarter. 

UTILITIES 


operating 


Despite higher | 


costs and further rate 


reductions, the industry by con- 


stantly increasing sales volume | 
continues to show an upward 


trend in operating income. It 1s 


lorecast that with a gain in out- 


put of around 13 percent, operat- 


ing income will increase 5.3 per- 
cent compared with the 3.7 per- 
nt gain in 1936. j 


Legal Lore 


By George J. Miller 


fle Supreme Court of West N. J. | 





Governor Carteret at Lazy Point | 
The case of Thomas’ Budd 
igainst William Cole that was 
hear in March 1686 (Page 57) | 
ese! 1 bit of testimony that 

gre historical interest. The | 

tlon sounded in trespass and was 

» ODtalr posse sion of 216 acres 
land which Daniel Leeds, the 
surveyor had set out for the plain- | 


testimony of Samuel Oldale | 


with the Governoi 


Ss that he was 
East New Jersey who enquired | 


of Peter Jego He said that Jegou 


ymised him to keep an ordinary, | 
i th upon that account, he 
granted him a permit to take up| 
t Lessa Poynt but no cer- | 
, | 
e quantit in lat in regard | 
jJego i not keep an ordin 
f eG rnor sent down | 
1e attie that 1s seven COWS | 
| 
bull to Lessa Poynt with the | 
tion to keep possession of it 
yr hims S¢ nd to live there. Jegou 
serte ss t ieponent healt 
G ernor Cartere speak ibo t 
Jar ary 1676 
Peter Aldi ge ttestated lat 
1668 or 1669 Dutch men then 
on Lessa Poynt nd Jegou 
among hem, having come 
fre New York He found that 


Soris Marcellus 
jut with the Indi 


He has heard it was 


ins marking 


called 


Leazy Poynt, because ye persons 
e had f s 1 a Lazy lite 

Ir 1670 e | il rop 

Jegou at Lazy P nd too 
prisons n 1671 Aldridg 

r A é mn Mattinicunck 

I keep possession of it and 
Ver issac! xy the In- 


dians. 


Aldridge also made a de- 
position that he was at the Poynt 


in 1668 or 1668 in company of the 
Dutch men who purchased the land 


trom the Indians as 
bounded it by marked trees. 


they had 


The jury brought in their ver- 


|dict for the plaintiff. 





KATE Thirty euts per agate 
Line, Count six words to line. 
PHONE—MI1 2-4562 or send 


your copy to 
NIEW JE Rswt aw JOURNAL 
24 Edison Place, Newark, N. d. 














Classified © | 





FOR SALI 
7 AWS Ol NEW JERSEY NOW 
ty Ibu 1 i buckram $1.25. Gann 
! " sou 1 St Newark, MA- 
iw 
ERICAN DIGEST SYSTEM, INCLUD 
1 i | al. Ex lent condition, 
‘ j Soo br i st Newark 
ors | Ss. COD ANNOTATED, 1 
= ‘ t reports, MechKinney's 
ia l Books, 850 
AWYER GOING ABROAD 
! \l \ND EXPERIENCED LAW 
\ t th for England and 
\ ‘ t numissions or 
] va 
LAW CLERK WANTED 
WANTI SMALL REMUN 
‘ I lirk oO Hamilton 
D NEW AND USED 
OFPiChk PURNIDPURE 
BOUGHT—SOLD 
E EXCHANGED 
S 30-60% Savings. 
Merchandise bought from 
K receivers our specialty 
Chairs, Tables, Executives 
Suites, Library Tables and 
S Chairs, Leather Furniture, 
Used Kardexes, Metal Files. 


54% Broadway 


Nathan’s 





(Nr. Prince) N.Y.C, 
Established 60 Years CAnal 6-0350 
DESKS - FILES 
floor of new and used office furniture 
p ed vy to induce mediate buying 
) d ey ent taken in trade 
ENNIS DESK 


C O. 
Y. C. 


41-1775 


150 East 42nd St., N. 


Phone Caledonia 5-0360—Ashland 








Foreign Attorneys 





Lorenzo J. Roel 
MEXICAN LAWYER 
TO MEXICAN CONSULATE 
149 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
Tel. BArclay 7-4797 








Patents and Trade-marks 
Exclusively 


A 


| 

j rney’s inquiries solicited 
WILLIS 

18 KE. 41st. St. New York, N. Y. 


AShland 4-6353-54-55 























QUICK 
EXPERT 


SERVICE — in Printing 


STATES OF CASE 
and BRIEFS 





CALL - - - 


APPELLATE 


I. F. Huntzinger Co., Inc. 


PRINTERS 


Since 1902 
111 FEDERAL STREET, CAMDEN, N. J. 


3ell Phones, Camden 


1249 or 90 





Over 2000 Attorneys re 


OFFICIAL, APPELLATE PRINTERS 


cognize us as their 





35 years’ experience as exclusive 





law printers enables us to 
render personal assistance in the preparation of States of Case 


and Briefs for printing in State and United States Courts 
, 














































































































































. 




















































































































60 N. J. L. J. Index Page 260 NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 12, 1937. — 
OBITUARY 1a Newark; vol; liab. $10,- Riverside Avenue, Rutherford; |SLOBODZIAN, Wasi] ‘ 
Edward P. Johnson, for: 105: assets $1,250: refr. Porter vol iab. $218,379.85; assets 222 Haddon Aveny . Je! 
Handy Index Of as = B Charles P. Berman, 1172 $23,379.32; refr. Grimshaw, Pat- wood; vol; liab. $25 p99 
° . ; ‘ ‘ nd Bl Newark; 7-31 erson: solr. Feder & Rinzler, 694 sets, none; refr. Gaskijj. q. 
Federal Legislation |} Associatic: M gg oe ache “Aiseising, Seana to aa 7 ieee ae 
BUS ft an ar 58 cacy: a at 4 : ,o gg 
— Jo As a a a ce l= liab LEHMAN BROS, Mfg.| way, Camden; 8-7 
Published Weekly to Indicate j State Bar A $185,020.05: assets $979.06: refr Paints, V i ae SMELSON, Samuel Pz 
Progress of Measures of Gen- . ; . P “rs s Furst & Furst. 60 iy = Phdarsiy Lyons Ave., Newark 
eral Business Interest. i Pa I irk; 8-2 - PL as $12,889.13; assets $1,339 35 - 
YNNOLLY Babee A A oes ae Porter; solr. Sam H. Godvol. LX. Ni 
‘ ‘ Salesmar 180 Pa A ver M R, Alma R. (Housewife) 355 Clinton St., Newark «4 ss 
Passed Both Houses La ePID TES net — n oman wale Mak rK 8-4 __—— 
Patersor vol lla 316,921.05 . . a ’ . qr . ry ama 
Permits sale and leass f prop 2 bil ssets $100.00: ref Gr shax $ 7.77; assets $250; refr. Por- ° rOorc OvyY, James aKETS 5 ' 
assets $1 ref 7rimshaw ’ : , er 25 Columbus ay, 

erty of corporations undergoing 4 I I S. Her 4 Bloomfield; vol; liab. ¢17+ 

bankruptcy reorganizat Pass¢ J B 4 : Pat WATTEUCCT Alf = assets, none; refr te . 

Senate August 6 5-0 = e : at nN : — + 79] Israel L. Ran adolpr 222 Ma 4XES —_ 
I punishment for nar , ‘+k R, Lehibact :, r*ARIBALDI $4970 4 ts $280: refr St., Newark; 8-6 ss 
ncreases punishme! for n Frederick R, Lehibach : 97 ‘vat li $4910.45; assets $280; retr able beqt 

cotic offenders. P ! he N Jersey Bar 1899p k, and 14th Ave., Newark . type Bn hrc _ SUGAR BOWL COMPany @ pequests 

. ete 9 we I I 9158 t Ave., Jer- fectioner’s Shor “ @ ; 

August 6. \ aaa 8-4 ; Broad Street, 1 wee * 
Sets $2,000 minimum deputy | * ” MUI Y, F k W City n ASS fr empt. 

S. marshal salarie Pa i ‘ r 04 E Rio an Sidney } col j 

. Sidney P. Skokog 

August 6 we t Ave “ vood vol B Ave., Trenton: a4 
Appropriates $132,000,000 ms . - , $43,194.50 SSE : $1,601 TA -AMONTI Li ‘ 

= er é I s saac ( “ ex: 7 se 

Interior Departme nt Awaitin i > ‘ \ . e 9 _ stati nery firem 20 

President's signatur : < ILLE! } Hol I Third Street N v s 
Restores $4 per her te . ae at I K W ashing 94,507.30 assets > 1 

r LAMAN : if Abra = Porter; solr. S. § : —" 
fe -ASSE ate August ‘ t r 5 ‘ lar —< “4 ¢ . 
a _o ; Chancery ge mis igre panas 68 Ss, $343.56: ref: 972 Broad Stree rk en 
; EV K ) lla » 240 ; 1 > 
, , i i ( $150 canny tes H. Hanks, 484, TRAVEL TRAILER Copper pros 
Approves nortnea ern imau Receiverships > , _ i F _ BR Mont r TION 4 ly ’ - or ae 
State minimum wage compa , S. ola <t R.7 Carl : # 
Passed Senate August 6 Receivers Appointed a LMER, A \ Machi ge ne , 
; HF! RI : 2254 Scovel] Ave 4 , 
Passed One House I ~ _ [ ub. $5.151.< S arker 
Permit iny f : ee : ; S Ss s4 ) Ir. G : Q 
tend federal grar rie + . $ 83.7 L : oe Le os RP. mm 
. : : DOLSKY A o 

Senate August 6 s ? 5 A > 4 ‘ > er.} 9 Sets 
Extend har ru et Receiver Appointed . vs 7 Psa > N r i $1 “ r d 

period betw NI} } $44 Porter: solrs or Pgh ¥ 

] . a0 ae rh, S-v i 
sion and indi ; ( g ~~ Berg ‘ I 4 : ual é 
\ > einem re - - : St.. Newark: 8-2 WEINER BODY \ N 
a one — JLE’ RI, Ang ( k) 156 Raymor Blvd 
Extends AAA " \ S lia on ASS¢ 

to Jan. 1, 1938. I tig stands 8: ' S Pp solr. Max Schu f 
gust 6 Bills Filed 8-4 w s 11 Commerce S e 

Wagner housing i : i I : oN . T) pe 
Senate August 6 as pean WEINSTEIN, Henry L. (Acca prosecut 

Punishes imper >< S g = RBS OF nt 449 Aven : New The S 

tx ia oivid 
ernment corp rat I I I . > dg , w eelans $400 re Po 5 4 
is r _— : A \ 280 Hobar oe 7 
ed Senate August 6 . 9 M. Ratner Comm y 
Per \ -€ : 
Wage ar S NZUL P} is S Newark; 8-2 S 
Senate July 1 278 S 4 Jers Cit ~ $ 
Legalizes B , — . i PERSON Al 
$1 Passed enate \ ; 1e- 
Prohibit - ard e! 
+14 rirs > ‘ ore — 
bankruptcy fee I s Blde. ; Joseph P. Dallanegra 4 
August 6 eon ti $48 3829 58 Ssets SX sig Ls . 
Senatoria k H . i - Comm 3 4 
study statehoo 2 I . ~ = S M Cac me 
August 6 p ! . 4] ~ \I ’ tons 2 
‘ . TS . inys nt - 
Liberal pannrupteies + 205 Vi : : Held: Writ 
dependent Pa i H > } ee Th a 
7 $7 872 B adv 
| rr i Ss 
Denic g y ity 
divorce | | . 7 Bole ar 2- 
August 2 a morn 1154 8 Building and Loam * sali 
— a e > ws 72 i ets > ng tM) Shares ; 
de S. RIPPEL & CO. 7 d St., I 8 SOUGHT, SOLD and QUOTHERS i rus 
a as ‘D N K 
New Jersey Municipal Bonds 26 A st., G 
Newark Telephone MArket 3-3430 5 e — ° P s 
New York Telephone RE r 4383 si : ‘ Ry : : Brenner & Camp , ; 
| 18 Clinton St. Newark,N.J. J 000". 
——— —— a os > = R m 1006 {3 Dive se 
~— eS Piir, ) (Mie 
: « : . ~ 93605 Broad Street, Newark.» 
IC] . $3.7 $64.25; ret MArket 2-302! reof for th 
Municipal Bonds M st Welans St. Elmo lat 
el 8 : 
I s che ba 

AC.ALLYN*°COMPANY 47TKIN 3 is 

Incorporated | o~6 , 

40 Wall Street, New York 2 
Telephone: Digby 4-0909 . ; at 
—— —BAUER. L ' Aut \I S ’ ne 

oe a I g . : 

5 INDEX OF THIS ISSUE . oe City i pte ee = * 
ssets S&6670 ret i tt SUCHN \ H H 3 2 z od 
= \ By 4 n sion 
: Deny, £ Boo Deportat und Nat os A Company that specializes 2 is 
M ENBA . MI, M of Aliens solely in the examination and ; ct 
" bY ° IMMIGRATION MATTERS insuring of titles to rea! estate. REY i 
H. ELY GOLDSMITH Commissions paid to forwarding . LOSUI 
4 rk P N g . Attorneys. me Rule | 
' | ‘ Par , : a ner € 
: NY, Bernard Sta Sales y of I 
i p. 4 ATT Ma 7 
ti =| CASES |: : \LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY B=: 

Dentistry ~ = = = S on é 
he 8 = is = S rec 

Ee :| CASES |2 LAW PRINTING: JV LE he 

H : t nd \ = = ae) = COMPANY NEW JERSEY +} na 
usband a = = ——4 Dh 

¥. Dougla =_ |= = 4p 

oa . = & 5< = Day and Night Service = oF ‘fendant 

Mandamus’ (ia = |= 3! = . , ORGANIZED 1997 T v ¢ 
ton) “ae Per Pace | = ‘ . . = NELSON PLACE NEWARK 

Negligence’ (Nites ‘y Express Re Ts aT 14 Linotype Mach = i ia 

— : ; = = L yp ines = Opposite Essex County Hall of Records , was 
atu — 2. -— 

mens Compens =| BRIEFS | = = Tel. Mitchell 2-7875 . 
orkmens ¢ t — i_- =] = r 
v. : a = = ~ 

w orkme ns Comper " s 8 00 i= = insures titles to real estate in any part of were 
*aters = - = 

Workmens ( sat Sweig = . i= N = Northern New Jersey. 

wmeent""'y L. | ard = (= = to 

Fditoria! ver Curiar Lex = = = 

Federal Legislation : = Per Page | = UNION CITY,N. J. » PHONE PALISADE 62000 = RATES ON REQUEST 

Cenera ews os = = to 

Legal Lore 7\S > _ = ° or resal 
Legal Notices aoe MMMM UU eee TT TTT TT hs 


